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Table 51. Arntifacts Recovered from TUI, Site 39FASST.

Depth | Count Artifact Type Material
feemy
{1101 4 ¢ wail, framing Metal
G-10 3 wail, renfing Metal
10-20 12 wail, rosfing | Metal
1020 12 Nail, framing Metat
143.20 1 ldemtifisble bone, rabbit, ilium N
340 i1 Mail, faming hietal
3044 § Mail, spike hetal
46 i Whiteware fingment Ceramic
,,,,,, 30 B Aophalt paper
44 6 identifiable bone {3 rabbit and 3 unidentified)
40 3 .. ldentifiable bone, teeth, rodent
40 & | identifiable bone, mandible and teeth, rabbit

The second unit (TU2) was placed in the northeast corner of Cabin 1 (see Figures 1635 and

167). The unit was excavated in 10-om levels to 8 maximum depth of 30 cmbs (Figures 176-

1803, The layver of dry cow manure was encountered at approximately 12-30 cmbs. Very

sparse historic artifacts, primarily building materials, were recovered from 0-40 cmbs,

Remains of the loor joists and collapsed floor were encountered at 20-40 cmbs (Figures 177

and 178). Many rodent/mouse o rabbit-sized bones were recovered from bengath the floor

joist (see Appendix B3} This bone concentration most likely represents a non-cultural

camivore den that was occupied after the cabin was abandoned, before the floor collapsed.

The soil was sterile from 45-50 cmbs; thereforg, the excavation was terminated at that depth.

A profile was drawn of the north wall of the unit (Figures 179 and 180}, Cultural materials

recovered from TUZ are presented in Table 32,
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Figure 176, View {shaded) of TUZ at 30 cnbs, Cabin 1, site 33FASSY, facing north.

Figure 177, View of TUZ at 40 cmbs, Cabin 1, site 39FASS7, facing north.
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Figure 178, Plan of TUZ at 40 cmbs, Cabin 1, site 39FASS7,

Figure 179, View of north wall profile, TUZ2, Cabin 1, site 39FASS7,
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Figure 180, North wall profile, TUZ, Cabin 1, site 39FASS7.

Table 32, Artitacts Becovered from TUZ, Blte 39FASS7.

Depth | Count Arifuct Type Alaterial Lolor
{em}
414 3 Mail, framing Mutal
ki Mail, mofing Metal
4 Asphalt paper frapments
1020 3 Concrete/muortar fragments
4 Mail, framing Metal
3 Mail, roofing htetal
30 } Barbed whre Bagment Metal
2 Mail, framing hlutal
i Tdentifiable bone, rodent, uing
i Unidentifiable bone, butchered
340 & Barbed wire segment Metal
i Nail, spike Metal
2 Nail Metal
& Class fapments, fat Clear w/preen im
i Dhgk fron (rusted)
v
k¥ identifiable bang
i Samyple-unidentiBabh bone
4(-50 i Fack head Brass
! Pin fragment Metal
! Mgl fragment, nishing Metal
¢ Setal Fragments
313 identifiable bone
40 ¢ identifiable bone, amphibian
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Depil | Count Ariifact Type Materinl Colar
{ont)
A5 3 Hdentifiable bone, Lopus, vertebrae
{oont) 2 tdentifiable bone, avian, o
8 {dentifiable bone, snake, mandible
i Sample-anidenti Bable bone fragments
12 Tdentifiable bone
2 Nail fagments Mptal

The south wall of Cabin 1 between the door and the window had been partially romoved (o
allow cattle to use the structure for shelter. As a result, a laver of dried manure approximately
14-om thick was deposited on top of the raised floor, The weight of the cattle and manure

resulted in the collapse of' the floor,

The artifacts recovered from TUT and TUD inside of Cabin | represent typical early 1900s
building material and hardware for a log cabin residential structure, Additional materials,
such as fenving wire, are a result of the cabin being used for Bvestock shelter. Only one
piece of houseware {whiteware) was recovered from the excavations, suggesting that these
structures were only ocoupied for g brief time period. The landowner (Donald Spencer
personal communication, 201 1) indicated that these cabing were abandoned prior to his

family's acquisition of the property in 1930,

The faunal material recovered from Cabin 1 represents an intrusive episode. It is apparent in
T2 that, previous to the foor collapsing, 8 medivm-sized carnivore {possibly fox) had a den
benesth the cabin, A spechmen of scat was adso recovered, which vontained some identifiable
rendent bones and bone fragments. A number of the larger faunal elements (rabbit and turkey)
from TUZ display bite marks, The puncture marks are in the size range of & fox-sized animal.
The majority of the faunal remains were comprised of amphibian/reptile and various mouse-

sized rodents,

Ome Fexedan (TU3) and one 5001 00-0m (TUM) excavation unit were established to
investigate the interior of Cabin 2 {see Figures 164 and 170). The Texe o undt {TU3) was

placed in the northwest corner of the cabin. The unit was excavated in 18-om levelsto s
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maximum depth of 70 ombs {Figures 181-190) No layver of dry cow manure was encountered
in Cabin 2. A thick layer of fragmented blue shale lines the west wall of the unit adjacent to
the front (west) wall of the cabin. The laver was first noted at 20-30 cmbs and ended at
approximately 50 cmbs; it averaged 23-30 om in width (Figures 183 and 184). A thin (1-3-
em-thick) lyer of deteriorated wood fragments was noted covering the shale at o diggonal; a
relatively level 5-10-om-thick laver (flooring remnanty extended from the cast edpe of the
shale across the unit at approyimately 40 cmbs. A profile was drawn of each of the walls of
the unit (Figures 183-190). Only one spike mail and one identifiable bone {rabbit)y were

recovered from 0920 cmbs in TLIE,

Figure 181, View of shale layer st 30 cmbs, TUS, Cabin 2, site 39FAS57, facing north.
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Figure 182, Plan of TLI at 40 cmbs, Cabin 2, site 3U9FASS7,
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Figure 183, View of west wall profile, TUZ, Cabin 2, site 39FASS7.

S gee

§8um

Figure 184, Profile of west wall, TUZ, Cabin 2, site 39FAS57,
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Figure 185, View {shaded) of north wall profile, TU3, Cabin 2, site 39FAS357,

Figure 186. North wall profile, TU3, Cabin 2, site 39FAS57.
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Figure 187, View of cast wall profile, TU3, Cabin 2, site 39FASS7,

Figure 188, Bast wall profile, TUZ, Cabin 2, site 39FAS57,
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Figure 189, View of south wall profile, TU3, Cabin 2, site 391

Figure 190, South wall profile, TUS3, Cabin 2, site 39FASS7.

A H0-ome-x-30-0m excavation unit {TU4) was placed paralle] and adiacent to the wall in the
southwest corner of Cabin 2 to investigate whether the laver of shale extended avross the
entire west wall of the cabin (see Fipures 164 and 170), The unit was excavated in 10-0m

fevels 10 a maximum depth of 30 ombs (Figures 181-193). The shale layer was exposed a1
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20-30 embs. Excavation of the unit was halted at 30 cmbs, as it had confirmed the presence

of the shale laver. No cultural materials were recovered from TH4,

Figure 191, View of TU4 surface in southwest corner of Cabin 2, site 39FASS7, facing south,

Figure 192, View of shale exposed in TU4, 30 embs, Cabin 2, site 39FAS57, facing west.
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Figure 193, Plan of floor of TUM, 30 ombs, Cabin 2, site 3BFASSY,

The current landowner has no knowledge of the previous landowners or of when the cabins

were inhabited, A deeds search was conducted at the Fall River County Courthouse. 4 land

patent was recelved by Isase Marion Howell for the NEY of the NW of the section
pontaining the site on July 13, 1914: Patent No. 421803 (Patent Record Volume 6, pp. 378}
A land patont was received by Otis Hill for the NW of the NWYe of the section containing

the site on February 17, 1910 Patent No. 2147 (Patent Record Volume 6, pp. 378),

Interpretation and Recommendutions

Site IOFASST represents historic non-farm ruins consisting of two cabin remnants, The
proviousty documented associated dugout/durop s no longer extant, and no evidence of
additional outbuildings or features was observed. Results of the testing supgest that the
cabins were likely not inhabited for very long, as associsted cultural materials other than
building materials were extremely sparse. Both structure remnants are in very poor physical
condition and lack integrity of desipn, muteriads, and workmumship, Cabin | was altered in

the past to provide access and shelior for cattle.

Research questions that pertain to the historic BEurosmerican context are Hmited, The
suggested research questions primarily address fssues of location and architectural style,
lavout of structures within a site, or evidence of ethnie patterns. Other than the general
location of the cabins and very limited temporal artifact information, the historie data at this

site are unlikely to contribute to the resolution of these research questions. There i very low
174
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research potential on an historic archeological site with poor integrity and extremely limited -
structural evidence. The low potential for additional intact feature remnants, the low artifact
density, and the evaluative testing results to date suggest that the site has very limited
potential to produce additional information to address research questions beyond the general

site and structure locations and a very sparse artifact inventory.

The site does not retain the well preserved features, intact artifact deposits, or spatial patterns
essential to convey significance under Criteria A-C. The dugout feature previously
documented has been eradicated. The property is not associated with an important person in

history (Criteria B).

Site 39FAS557 lacks physical integrity and has extremely low information potential. The
eligibility of the site cannot be justified under Criteria A-D of the NRHP (NPS 1991:37).
ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for listing in the NRHP. No

further archeological work is recommended.

Site 39FAS584

Site Number: 39FA584 Landowner: Private

Site Type: Farmstead, artifact scatter NRHP Evaluation: Not eligible
Cultural Affiliation: Euroamerican Site Condition: Disturbed
Subsurface Testing: 9 shovel tests Date Tested: 10-16-2011
Landscape Position: Rolling plain Map Reference: A2

Site Description

Site 39FA584 (Figures 194 and 195) was recorded in 1980 as a log cabin with a collapsed
roof (Lippincott 1980). The site was relocated by ALAC in 2007 (Kruse et al. 2008), and the
site boundaries were extended. Nine historic features and an associated artifact scatter and
four piles of debris were documented. The features are a log house foundation (F6), a
railroad tie platform/foundation (F4), a cistern (F1), a well and pump (F2), a rock foundation
(F9), a storm cellar (F7), and three depressions (F3, F5, and F8). Vegetation in the site area
consisted of grass and brush at the time of the current evaluation. Ground surface visibility

averaged 25 percent.
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Tahle 33, Shovel Test Kol Profiles, Site 39FASE4,

Bhovel | Dismeter | Lovel | Depth Soil Description Blunsell Cuttural
Test # {eu} foahs) Materiad
H A i -7 Clavey silt TSYR 445 Yo
2 ¥-15 Clavey sile T5YR 448 Yes
3 13-31 | Clavey silt HOYR 4% Mo
2 4 § D13 Sandy st with manure 1OYR 44 oy
2 L1333 Siby clay TOYR 844 Mo
3 A0 i (-1 il YR 33 e
2 128 1 Silty olay HOYR 354 Mo
3 3830 1 Hard siBty clay; strong 10YR 34 No
prismatic strusiure
4 4 i 011 Clayey silt TAYR 3334 | Yes
2 140 1 Silty clay 10YR 54 Yes
3 443 H 08 Aikt TOYR 3/4 Mo
2 513 Clavey silt TEYR 4/6 No
3 15-8G | Bik TAYR 58 Ma
6 4G { §-11 Clavey silt TOYR 373 Mg
2 13133 | Sl clay TEYR 44 No
7 40 i 010 Sik IOYR 36 e
2 10-38 | Clavey silt HIYR 474 Mo
3 38-50 | Mard clayey silt HOYR 444 MNo
& 443 H .58 Sil, charcosl and rodent FTEYR 444 N
burrows; burn pit
9 48 i 010 Silt FOYR 444 i
2 015§ Bl HOYR 84 No
3 1530 Silty clay TEYR S Ny
4 30-30 | Silty olay, prismstic FTIYR &3 Moy
stracturg

Three of the shovel tests (see Table 53} yvielded cultural material,

which was primanily noted

at a maximum depth of 10 cmobs. The rest of the subsurface testing did not yield cultural

material. Subsurface testing demonstrated that no intact features remain buried at this site.

Artifacts recovered reflect typical farm refuse and deteriorated structural debris, Cattle

trampling/grazing have also impacted the site and features. Cultural materials recovered from

the shovel tests are presented in Table 34,
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Tabde 34, Artifacts Recovered From Site 39FAS84,

51 1 Connt Artifnct Tvpe Material Lalor
! 13 Fuel can fragmenis Metal
! ? Bow saw blade fapments Metal
§ 4 Mail, spike Mletal
i 3 baail, framing betl
4 i Bottle elass fragment {iings Clear
7 I Button Mol
7 i Bottle glass fragment {Hass Clear
7 i Hottle plass Tapment Cilaas Light preen
7 i Cast ron Fagment detal
7 i CGlass fragment, raised decoration | Glass Clear

A deeds search was conducted at the Fall River County Courthouse. A land patent was
recelved by Elmer B, Garreltt for the property, on which the site is located, on April 30, 19172

Patent No. 382239 (Patent Record Volume 8, pp. 361362}

interpretation and Recommendations

Site 39FASES represents a farmstead consisting of nine foatures, four debris plles, and an
associated seatter of artifacts, Mo structures vomain intact. Research questions that pertain
the historic Eurcamerican context arg Hmited. The suggested research questions primartly
address issues of lovation and srchitecturs! stvle, lavout of structures within s site, or
evitdence of ethnic patterns, Other than the general location of the former structures with
discernable functions (well, cistern, main log dwelling) and very limited temporal artifact
information, the historic data at this site are untikely 1o contribute 1o the resolution of these
research questions. The majority of the features are of unknown function or design, There is
very low research potential on an historic archeological site with poor integrity and
extremely Hmited structural evidence (lack of integrity of asseciation, design, workmanship,
and maderiadsy. The low potential for additionad intact feature remnants, the low artifacy
density, and the ovaluative tosting resuls sugpest that the site has very Hmibted potential o
produce additional information to address research questions beyvond the general site location

and g sparse artifact inventory.
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Evaluation Field Work

The site area was reexamined, and a Hght scattor of non-diagnostic surface artifacts was
observed. Bight shovel tests (8T 1-8T8) were excavated on the upper terrace in areas that
appeared to have possibly intact soil {see Figure 197} The soil profiles of the shovel tests are

presented in Table 53,

Table 35, Shovel Test Soil Profiles, Site 39FATRA9,

Bhovel | Dlamster | Lewwd Depth Boll Bescription BMunsell | Cullural
Test ¢ {eu {nands) Material
1 40 i {-11.5 Sty olay YR 34 | Mo
2 40 i .27 Silty clay loam with YR 44 | No
frogments of shale
2 2748 Silty sand with counrse YR 4% | No
gravel
] 44 H 14 Sl lonm WYR 3T | Mo
i 436 Silty clay with calolum WIYR 84 | Mo

varbonains starting at 22
crths prave] at base

4 4 i 10 Bilty olay with large HIYR ¥4 | Ko
sroount of gravel and
frapments of shale

3 1040 5l loam with shale HIYR 34 | No
Fragments
3 40+ Conrse gravel and silyy HIYR 32 | No
sand
1 4 H {3 Silt Joam YR 3G s
2 3-23 Silty olay HOYR 34 | No
& 440 H -3 Sl loam with shale TOYR 34 | Mo
fragments
3 24 Silty vlay loam with YR 34 | No
calotam carbonates and
woarse sand
3 2434 Cosrse gravel and silly YR S2 | Mo
sand
7 44 H {-11 Silt olay IOYR 3% 1 Mo
2 11.28 Skt elay YR A3 1 Mo
3 2531 Shale HIYR &1 | Ma
8 413 i {353 Sk o terminates on YR 33 | No
bedrock,
182
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Shovel testing did not recover any cultural material or uncover any cultural features. The site
is situated next to a large talus pile from a Tennessee Valley Authority (TVA) mine. The
shovel test revealed erosion across the site; the soil depth gradually decreased as the tests
proceeded down slope. The deeper shovel tests on the west end of the site can partially be
attributed to erosion deposits from the talus slope. Testing also indicates that much of the
soil is an alluvial deposit with silt clay over silt loam mixed with gravels and underlain by
sand, gravel and bedrock. It is highly unlikely that this site contains any buried intact cultural
manifestations. The site area is heavily impacted by erosion processes and possibly has also

sustained some mechanical disturbance from mining activities.

Interpretation and Recommendations

Site 39FA 1869 represents a sparse surface lithic scatter. The site also exhibits severe erosion
and possible effects from nearby previous mining activities. No cultural materials were
recovef'ed from the subsurface tests. The one projectile point fragment previously recovered

from the site cannot be deﬁnitivély identified. No other diagnostic artifacts have been

documented from this site.

The NRHP eligibility status of site 39F A 1869 is considered under Criterion D of the NRHP
(NPS 1991:37). The site has produced only one indeterminate diagnostic artifact from the
eroded surface and cannot be evaluated within a specific historic context. The site has lost its
stratigraphic context due to severe erosion and soil redeposition (lack of integrity of
location). The results of the test excavations indicate an extremely low potential for intact
cultural deposits or features. Floral and faunal remains are not preserved on the site;
therefore, the site cannot yield important data on changing subsistence patterns in the region
(lack of integrity of materials and association). All of these factors suggest that the site does
not possess the potential to yield information capable of addressing specific research

questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric cultures in the area.
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Evaluation Field Work

The site area was reexamined. Twenty-one shovel tests (ST1-ST19, STA, and STB) were
excavated in two lines that extended across the widest north-south axis and the widest east-
west axis of the site area (see Figure 199). These tests were spaced at approximately 10-m
intervals. Two tests (STA and STB) were placed near FCR concentrations along the

southeastern edge of the site. The soil profiles of the shovel tests are presented in Table 56.

This site is situated on an alluvial terrace in the Pass Creek flood plain. Shovel tests 1, 5, 7,
13, 14, 17, and B yielded non-diagnostic cultural material (see Appendix D); however, all of
the recovered material was located in a shallow context, no deeper than 15 cmbs (Table 56).
One projectile point fragment was recovered from ST3 (Table 57; Figure 200). The artifact
consists of the proximal half of a corner-notched, Pelican Lake projectile point with one tang

missing. It exhibits parallel, oblique flaking with random resharpening and impact fracture.

The shovel test profiles indicate that the terrace was formed from low energy alluvial
deposits when Pass Creek sat at a higher elevation. Years of erosion and the back and forth
migration of Pass Creek have cut this terrace out of the original landscape leaving what is
currently seen. The first levels of all of the shovel tests, with the exception of STA and STB,
have a thin, massive, very fine-grained silt deposit. All of the cultural material was observed
in or on the surface of this deposit. The secénd and third levels all contained a clayey silt, or
silty clay that was cemented (hard-pan), and typically had a strong, large prismatic structure
indicating a well-developed B-horizon. The levels below L3 indicate a build-up of low
energy alluvial deposits. The deposits ranged from dense clay to fine-grained massive clayey
silt. The B-horizon likely represents the base of the cultural level. Shovel test results indicate

that it is unlikely that buried cultural features or material are present in or below this level.
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Tabde 56, Shovel Test Soil Profiles, Site 39FATRRY,

Bhovel | Dhameier | Loved Bropith Soil Beseription Munsell Cublural
Test {em) {embs) Baterisl
i 44 i -1 Bilt foam YR IS Yes

2 10-54 Silty clay loam ¥R 573 Bigy

3 8472 Chavey silt owm with large | 23YR 44 | Mo

amcunt of caloiam
sarbongie Hlaments
4 T Clavey silt lowm with large | 3YR 44 Mo
amowt of saloium
carbonate faments
& G434 Clay SYR 474 Py
This shove! test was expanded o @ 100-cm-0S0-cmm tost st Tor better proftle sccess; additional
artifacts were vecovered from 0-15 vmbs,

2 44 i £ Fige sill loam WYR A | No
2 928 Sifty olay FTAYRAS | N
3 2850 Biltv glay YR 44 B
3 40 i 016 Silt loam SYR 33 Yes
2 1070 Silty elay fown; strong YR E3 Ko
prismatic strusture and
destooation oracks: calchum
carbomtes
3 T80 Clavey silt logm ZEYR A6 | No
4 40 i §-8 Fine silt loam YR 44 | No
2 281 Clavey sili TAVR 43 | Mo
3 S162 Bilty clay SYR 4% Ne
Pdncore | 4 62100 Silty clay IYR 46 Mo
5 100-103 Silty elny; weak crunbly YR 456 Mo
pads slructure
& 103118 Clay Pty
3 46 f 4-1¢ Clavey silt loam EYR I3 Yus
2 10-18 Silty vlny; gredual transitdon | YR 33 i
of seil from 1L}
3 j-53 Sty olay loam with calolum § 3YR 373 g
carbonates
4 33-62 Clavey silt leam; strong ZI¥R S | No
prismutic ped structure and
desivostion cracks: caloium
carbonuies
187
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Table 56, {continued)

Shovel | Dlameter | Level Depth Soll Deseription Munselt ultural
FTesi {em} femby Mgteriad
LG 46 i G163 Fine silt loam YR 444 | Mo
2 170 Clayey silg calolum TAYRAS | Mo
sarbonates start st 38 ombs
3 -7 Massive siby olay froassive | SYR 4% No
MRENS BO SHUCLUTE WAS
appsrent but the soll bonds
topethor or is cohusive and
casiby crumbles when
handledy
¥ 40 i ] Clavey silt Joam YR 33 Yes; from
$-18 om
2 He12 Sily olay loam SYR 33
3 1257 silty clay loam SYR 543 Mo
4 5730 Chavey il with caloium LIYRAD | No
carbonaties
i 4G i 3-8 Fine silt loam YR 44 | Mo
2 B-532 Clavey silt TAYR 443 ¢ Me
g 4 i 7 Clayvey sl Joam ¥R A3 Noy
2 it Siley clay lonm SYR 53 My
3 4062 Mottled clayey silt; calolum | SYR 44 Mo
varbonates and srong YR 24
prismstic ped structurg
i 44 1 R Fine silt loam IGYR 444 | Mo
2 S37 Chayey silt; oaloiam TAYR AL | Mo
carbonates start st 40 cmbs
3 5769 Clayey sile goadusl color | AYR 446 e
transition from L2
4 £9.71 Massive silty clay SYR&E | Mo
iy 44 i -7 Clavey stlt oo YR 33 e
2 T4 Silty clay loams EYR 543 e
K 4362 Mettled clavey silt; strong EYR 444 Ko
prisroatie ped structure with | OYR 27
caloium carbonates
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Table 56, {continued)

Shovel | Dhwometer | Lavel Bopth S0l Description Blunsedl Cultural
FTost # {rum) fomba} Slnterisl
12 44 } 09 Fing «ilt lomm IOYR 44 | Mo
2 442 Clavey il hard-pan FIYR 43 | Mo
3 4256 Mussive sttty ohay YR 46 Mo
i3 40 i 05 Clavey silt YR 33 Yes; froam O
2 B.53 Silty clay; prismatic AYR 85 1em
strustors
3 3354 Clayey silt; strong prismatle | SYR 496 Mo
struciure with calcium
carbonates
I4 4 i HEY Fine silt loam YR 4% | Yes: from
35 om
P 964 Clayey st strong prigmatic | 73YR 442 | do
structure
A 403 Massive sty clay IYR 48 No
1% 44 H 0-33 Clayoy silt FYR 343 o
2 1264 ' Silty clay; medium prismaic | SYR 4/8 No
stngdure
16 40 § (.16 Fioe silt loam YR 44 | No
2 1387 Clayey sily caloham FTEAYR A | Mo
carbonates start at 28 cmbs
i-ipgere 1 3 $7-106 | Massive silty clay IYR 4% Mo
17 4} i 1% Clayey silt SYR 4% Yes, from
$-1% om
2 18.52 Silty clay; strong prismatic 3YR 4% Ny
struciurs
18 44 i 3 Massive silt IBYR 44 | ho
2 334 Clayey ilt; strong prismatic | IOVR 4% No
stracture
3 34-36 Clavey sl strong prissmgtic | IOYR &% | do

siruciure

189
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Table 56, {continued)

Bhovel | Dlamster | Leved Popth Soil Beseription Munsell Cultural
Test # fean {eadnd Muterial
18 40 i 42 hassive silt YR 44 | Ny
2 233 Clayey silt; strong prismatic | 7AYR 34 | No
structues with calelum
carbonates
3 3254 Clavey silt with caleium TAYR 44 | No
carhonates
A 40 | .57 Silty clay: maessive with few | 3YR 44 | No
pravels
2 FEH Muottled chay; roddish olay FEIYR 4% | No
mottled with pleved clay Cilew 1 341
and heavily deleriorted
shale
B 40 i .23 Silt o, oalelum FAYR 43 | Yes from
carhooates w base of test O-14 by
2372 Silty olay TEYE 4% | bop
274 oy ZEYR A4S | No
Table 57, Artifacts Recovered from Site 39FA 1887,
ot Lound Artifnct Tvpe Material {olor
¥ i Tertigry Hake iuarizite Dark ved
i i Terttary flahe Chext Brown
i i | Shatter Siticified Sedimen Bed-dark red
3 i | Prajectile point, corper- Chert Btrong red
nstchad
3 i Bifsee frapment Qartzite Brown
8 | Tertiary flake Cuartzite Reddish gray
§ i Tertiary flahe Chert Dark red
3 i Shatter Cruartzite Stromy red
3 i Tertiary flshe Chert Light brown
7 1 Shatter Cuartzite Light pinkish gray
i3 i Shatter uarizite Cireenish gray
14 1 Primary fluke Chert Strong red
i7 1 Tertiary flake Chert Light gray
B i Teriiary flake Ouartzite Light gray
196G
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Figure 200. View of projectile point recovered from 873, site 39FA1BRY.

Interpretation and Recommendutions
Site 3I9FA 18R represents a sparse surface lithic scatter. The site also exhibiis severe
eroston, Cultural materials were only recovered 1o o maximum depth of 15 ombs, Only one

diagnostic artifact has been documented from this site.

The NERHP eligibility status of site 39FATE87 is considered under Criterion D of the NRHP
{MPS 1991:37). The site has produced only one disgnostic artifact and can only tentatively

he evaluated within a specific historic context based on that single projectile point. The site
has lost its stratigraphic context due 1o severe erosion (lack of integrity of focation). Faunal
and floval remains are not preserved on the site; therefore, the site cannot yield important data
on changing subsistence patterns in the region (lack of integrity of materials and
aszociation). The results of the test excavations indicate an extromely low potential for intact
cultural deposits or features, All of these factors suggest that the site dogs not possess the
potential o vield information capable of addressing specifie research questions that would

further our understanding of prehistoric cultures in the area.

Site 39FATERY does not satisfy the specifications set forth in Criterion D of the NRHP (NPS
1991:373 ALAC recommends that this siie be considercd not eligible for Huting in the

NRHP, Mo further sreheologival work is recommuended.
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Figure 202, Plan map of site 39F A 1898, showing shovel test and surface artifact (2007)
locations.
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Table 58. Shovel Test Soll Profiles, Site 39FA1BYE.

Shovel | Dlameter | Level | Depth Soll Deseription Munwl | Culpeal
Test # {on) {emb Blaterind
H 40 1 {7 Clavey silt HOWR 43 | No
2 733 Comented silty clay; YR AT | No
prisitic structure
3 33-30 Siley olay with sand deposits | IOYR A2 | Ne
3 44 § 037 Comented silty clay with IOYR 33 Mo
galeium carbonges
2 A0 hassive samdy olay YR 4% | Ne
3 44 i {36 Massive silt YR 44 | No
2 G 3 Comented silty clay with HOYR €3 | bo

farge amounts of calolum
carboustes

3 4330 Silty sandy clay with syull HIYR A3 | Mo
graveds, iren consretions,
calotamn carbonates,
bentonie luninates

4 44 i .26 Bily olay with calohum WYR 42 | Mo
carbonates starting a1 9 cmbs
| 2 26580 Sandy olay HOYR 43- | Mo
4/4
3 40 I .42 Clayey gl WYR 44 | Mo
i 42-50 Clayey silt YR 473~ | bo
4/4
& 40 i -7 Silty olay YR 44 | No
2 50k Clay: prismatio structures, HIYR 4/2 | Mo

calclmn carbonsies

7 43 i 6-13 Silty vlay IOYR 372 | No
2 15-54 Clay; prismatic stropture, YR 42 | No

salolam carbonates
& 46 H Y Clayey silt 2AYR 32 | No
2 B.50 Clayey sill; wet 2IYR 3 | N
9 44 i 1 Silty olay IOYR 372 | Mo
2 11-30 Chay: prismatic strusture, YR 42 | Mo

valchun carbonates

e I I "M M
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None of the shovel tests was positive for cultural materials. The soil in the site area is
cemented, compact clay with pockets of moist clay. The site area is severely eroded and does
not exhibit any potential for buried cultural material. The landscape is a flood plain next to an
intermittent stream that appears to be subject to frequent flooding episodes during large
storms. Artifacts recorded in 2007 likely represent redeposited material. Shovel testing Was
confined to areas that appeared to retain an intact landscape remnant/alluvial deposit. Test

results, however, show that the area has been repeatedly scoured and then redeveloped.

Interpretation and Recommendations
Site 39F A 1898 represents a sparse, surface lithic scatter. The site exhibits severe erosion.
Cultural materials were only recovered on the surface. No diagnostic artifacts have been

documented from this site.

The NRHP eligibility status of site 39FA 1898 is considered under Criterion D of the NRHP
(NPS 1991:37). The site has produced no diagnostic artifacts and cannot be evaluated within
specific historic contexts (lack of integrity of association). The integrity of location of the
site has been severely compromised by erosion and redeposition. The results of the test
excavations indicate an extremely low potential for intact cultural deposits or features. All of
these factors suggest that the site does not possess the potential to yield information capable
of addressing specific research questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric

cultures in the area.

Site 39FA1898 does not satisfy the specifications set forth in Criterion D of the NRHP (NPS
1991:37). ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for listing in the
NRHP. No further archeological work is recommended.

Site 39FA1901

Site Number: 39FA 1901 Landowner: Private

Site Type: Artifact scatter, well/cistern NRHP Evaluation: Not eligible
Cultural Affiliation: Native American, Euroamerican Site Condition: Disturbed
Subsurface Testing: 8 shovel tests Date Tested: 10-13/14-2011
Landscape Position: Rolling plains Map Reference: A2
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Figure 204. Plan map of site 39FAT9D1, showing shovel test locations.
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Tabde 59, Shovel Test Sobl Profiles, Site 39FA1901.

Bhovel | Dlameder | Lavel Bepth Soll Buseription Blunsell | Coltursd
Fest # {emm} fombisd Materigl
i 3 {94 Hard silty olay; sirong IOYR 32 | No
prismstic structare, aalolom
carbonales
2 A 1 050 Hard silty olay; strong ZEAYR 43 { No
prismatic structure, calolum
carbonaies
3 46 } -8 Hitty olay YR 43 | Ne
2 &30 Hard slavey il calelum YR 32 | Mo
carbongtes from 34 ombs o
hase
4 40 } 50 Sttty olay; strong prismatic ZAYR 43 | Mo
structure, ealelum
carhonates
3 A0 i {11 Silty clay; shallow blocky YR 43 | No
stmchre
Clay: mois) VB 43 | Mo
i 4G i 8-50 Siloy chay: strong prismatic LEYR 43 | o
structure, calobg
carhosnates
;
| i |40 T8 | Hard clayey silt L IOYR 32 | N
% 40 i {8 Hurd siliy olay; shallow YR 572 | No
bBlocky steucture
2 Q1) Hard clay; oalviam YR 54 | ho
carhonates through entire
foved

Shovel testing did not vield any cultural material or uncover any cultural features or buried
soils. Profiles reflect the Hood plain in which this site s located, The soll s very hard and
compact, allowing for very Hitle grass cover, Cultural material observed at this site is hkely a
surface manifestation that is the result of the alluvial provess displacing and redepositing the

griifacts,
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No historic structural features are documented on the site in association with the sparse
scatter of historic artifacts and possible well depression. A deeds search was conducted at the
Fall River County Courthouse. A land patent was received for the property by Elmer E.
Garrett on April 30, 1917; Patgnt No. 582239 (Patent Record Volume 8, pp. 361-362).

Interpretation and Recommendations

Site 39FA 1901 represents a sparse, surface historic and prehistoric artifact scatter and well.
The site has lost any stratigraphic context due to extreme erosion and redeposition of soils
and artifacts (lack of integrity of location). Cultural materials were recovered only on the

surface. No diagnostic artifacts have been documented from this site.

The NRHP eligibility status of site 39FA1901 is considered under Criterion D of the NRHP
(NPS 1991:37). The site has produced no diagnostic prehistoric artifacts and the prehistoric
component cannot be evaluated within a specific historic context. No historic structural
features are documented on the site. The physical integrity of the site has been severely
compromised by erosion. The results of the test excavations indicate an extremely low
potential for intact cultural deposits or features. All of these factors suggest that the site does
not possess the potential to yield information capable of addressing specific résearch |

questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric cultures in the area.

Site 39FA1901 does not satisfy the specifications set forth in Criterion D of the NRHP (NPS
1991:37). ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for listing in the

NRHP. No further archeological work is recommended.

Site 39FA1905

Site Number: 39FA1905 Landowner: Private

Site Type: Artifact scatter, depression NRHP Evaluation: Not eligible
Cultural Affiliation: Euroamerican Site Condition: Disturbed
Subsurface Testing: 2 shovel tests, 1 soil core Date Tested: 10-15-2011
Landscape Position: Rolling plain Map Reference: A2
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Site Description

Site 39FA 1905 (Figures 205 and 206) was documented by ALAC in 2007 as a historic
artifact scatter and two depressions (Kruse et al. 2008). Only sandstone cobbles, a glass
fragment, and a metal 5-gallon can were observed. Vegetation in the site area during the
current evaluation consisted of grass and scrub brush. Ground surface visibility averages 50

percent.

Evaluation Field Work ‘
The site area was reexamined. No additional cultural materials were observed on the surface.
Two shovel tests (ST1 and ST2) and one soil core were excavated (Figure 205). The soil

profiles of the shovel tests and soil core are presented in Table 60.

This site is located on a low-lying flood plain next to an intermittent drainage. The artifacts
noted in 2007 on the surface. The current shovel tests and soil core indicated that this site is
frequently‘ flooded by runoff. No cultural materials were recovered from the subsurface tests,
and no buried cultural deposits were observed. It is likely that the artifacts observed on the
site surface were displaced and redeposited by alluvial processes. It is highly unlikely that
intact buried cultural features are present at this site on this type of landform. The enigmatic
depressions previously documented were determined to be erosion washouts related to the

use of the two-track trail.

No historic structural features are documented on the site in association with the sparse
scatter of historic artifacts. A deeds search was conducted at the Fall River County
Courthouse. A land patent was received for the property by Elmer E. Garrett on June 19,
1922; Patent No. 582239 (Patent Record Volume 8, pp. 361-362).
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caused by use of the two-track trail. The physical integrity of the site has been severely
compromised by erosion. The results of the test excavations indicate an extremely low
potential for intact cultural deposits or features. All of these factors suggest that the site does
not possess the potential to yield information capable of addressing specific research
questions pertaining to historic settlement/development of the area. The property is not
associated with a person important in history (Criterion B). It does not retain the well-
preserved features, artifact deposits, or spatial patterning essential to convey significance

under Criteria A-C.

Site 39FA 1905 does not satisfy the specifications set forth in Criteria A-D of the NRHP
(NPS 1991:37). ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for listing in the
NRHP. No further archeological work is recommended.

Site 39FA1907

Site Number: 39FA1907 Landowner: Private

Site Type: Artifact scatter NRHP Evaluation: Not eligible
Cultural Affiliation: Native American, Euroamerican Site Condition: Disturbed
Subsurface Testing: 16 shovel tests Date Tested: 10-13-2011
Landscape Position: Rolling plain Map Reference: A2

Site Description

Site 39FA1907 (Figures 207 and 208) was documented by ALAC in 2007 as a prehistoric
artifact scatter (ten flakes) and a sparse historic artifact scatter (door and 5-gallon bucket)
(Kruse et al. 2008). Vegetation in the site area during the current evaluation consisted of
grass and scrub brush. Ground surface visibility averaged 40 percent. No diagnostic

prehistoric artifacts were previously documented from the site.

Evaluation Field Work

The site area was reexamined. No additional cultural materials were noted. Sixteen shovel
tests (ST1-ST16) were excavated in two rows from south to north across the site area (Figure
208). The tests were spaced at approximately 10-15 m intervals. The soil profiles of the

shovel tests are presented in Table 61.
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Table 61, (continued)

Khovel | Dhameter | lavel | Depth Boll Bescription Munsell Culigrsl
Tost & {om {embsl flmterial
4 46 i (13 Silt loam YR 44 | Mo
2 1347 Clayey sl prismatic YR 44 | No
structure, caloium
carboaates
3 4755 Clayey silt TEYR 46 | No
5 40 i 1% {Clavey silt YR 36 | Yes from
=16 ninbs
2 15-26 Clayey silt; compacted, | TAYR 4% | Mo
calohum carbonates
3 2650 Ulavey silt calciam TAYR 4% | No
carhonates
& 40 H {13 Kilt toam YR 44 | Mo
2 13-17 5ilt loam lens HIYR 84 | MNo
3 T30 Silty clay; prismatic TEYR 44 | Mo
straoture
4 S Sikt TAYR 46 | No
7 40 i g-11 Clayvey silt IOYR 36 | Yew, from
0-18 ombs
2 1140 Clayey silt; prismatic TIYR &G | No
strachurs
3 4051 Clayey silt TEYR §i4- | Mo
44
8§ 4 i -9 Silt loam FOYR 444 Mo
2 950 Cemented silty clay TEYR 44 | No
g 44 i G- 10 Clayey sily WYR IS 1 No
2 1340 Uhayey silt wesk TEYRAS | No
prismatic structure
3 A48-50 Clavey silt TIYR 3/4- | Mo
15 48 { -9 Skt foam YR 44 1 No
2 P14 Chay HIYR &3 Mo
3 1947 Silty clay WYR 46 | No
4 4733 Silty clay TAYR §id- | Mo

56
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Table 61, {comtinued)

Bhovel | Dimmmeter | Lavel | Depth Boil Bescription Munsell Caltural
Tost # {vim} frambsy Blaterisl
i 40 i 210 Clavey silt WYR I | No
2 140 Clayey silty wesk TAYR A4S | Mo
prismnatic structur

3 48350 Clayey silt TIYR 54 | Mo

474
12 4G } 010 Silt loam YR A4 | Mo
2 10622 Clay YR &S | No
3 2248 Silty olay YR &6 | MNo
4 #30 Cemented silty olay TEYR 54 | Do

5%
13 44} Y Clavey 3th YR 38 | Mo
2 441 Clavey silt TAVR G | No
3 43-30 Clayey sil TAYR 54 | Mo

44
14 |40 i g-10 Clavey silt TAYR ¥ | Mo
‘ 2 142 Clavey silt TAYR 44 | No
K AR50 Clayey silt; weak TAYR Y | No

prismsatic structure

15 40 i e Clavey zilt TAYR ¥Y | Mo
2 12-50 Clavey silt TAYR 44 | No
S 40 ¢ £-14 Clayey sil TAYR 3D | Ko
2 50 Clavey silt TAYR 44 | Ne

The artifacts observed gt this site in 2007 were noted to be eroding ouwt of the two-track trail,

Tests 5T35 and 517 confirm that the cultural materials prosent at the site are situated in g

surface and near surface context (Table 62). Although this site is situated o an alluvial

terrace, no buried cubural material or foatures were noted below the Brat sib loam surface

deposit, The site is likely a surface manifestation capped by more recent Aeolian silt. The

lower clay and silt deposits reflect the alluvial processes that affect this locality.

Mo historic structural features are documented on the site in assoviation with the sparse

seatter of historic artifacts. A deeds search was conducted at the Fall River County
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Courthouse, A land patent was received for the property by Issae Marion Howell on July 13,

1914; Patent No. 421803 (Patent Becord Volume &, p. 37}

Table 62, Artifacts Revovered from Shovel Tests, Site 39FA 1907,

&T¢ Conat Artifact Tvpe Siaterial Lolor
3 i Tortisy Huake Qrugrtzite Brownish red
7 i Tertary Hoke Chert Hrown

Interpretation and Hecommendations
Siie I9FAL1907 represents a sparse surface seatter of historie artifacts and & sparse, shallow

prehistoric artifact scatter. The site exhibits severs erosion.

The NRMP eligibility status of site 39FA 1907 §s considered under Criteriom D3 of the NRHP
(PR P99 37 No historic structural Teatures are documented on the site in association with
the sparse surface artifact seatter. No dlagnostic prehistorie artifacts have begn documented
on this site; therefore, the prebistorie component cannot be gvaluated in g specitic historic
contest. The physical infegrity of the site has been severely compromised by erosion. The
results of the test excavations indicate an extremely low potential for intact cultural deposits
or features. All of these factors suggest that the site does not possess the potential to yield

information capable of addressing specific research questions that woukl further cur

understanding of historie settlement or prehistoric cultures in the arca,
Site I9FA1907 does not satisty the specifications set forth in Criterion 1 of the NRHP (NPS
1991:37) ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for lsting in the

NRHP. No further archeological work is recommended,

Site JOFAT908

Site Mumber: IDFA IR Landowner: Private
Bite Type: Artibact scatier HWRHP Evaluation: Not eligible
Coltural AT afion: Nathve American Site Conmdition: Dhstrbed
Subsurface Testing: 15 shovel tests; 1 soil core Drate Tegted 101810300
Landseape Position: Rolling plain Map Reforence: A2
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Figure 210, Plan map of site 39F A 1908, showing shovel test locations,
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Table 83, Shovel Test Soil Profiles, Site 39FA 1908,

Shovel | Diwmoeter | Level | Depth Soil Description Maunsell Cultursd
Tea# | (o femba) Binterin
i 48 i -4 Kilt loam TOYR 34 Mo
2 Ry Diry comnpact clay TEYR 674 M
3 17-4% Dry compact olay loam SYR §4 Mo
4 4972 Yery Hoe silt 3YR 84 By
2 40 i -7 Silty olay boam SYR 44 ity
2 751 Silty clay; calcium 3YR 344 No
carbonstes start at 37 cambs
{~41t anil 3 81113 Clay; soome sand 5t 110 om | 28YR 44 W
oOrE
Gmiension 7y 115.123 | Clay with sand and shale; | 2.9VR 44 | No

shale is redeposiied; sand
increases with depth

3 4 i D4 Clavey silt loam IOYR 34 M
3 514 Sthry olay lowm TAYR 6/ N
3 1931 Clavey silt; calolum EYRAS Ni
carbonaty flamonts, vory
Tfriable soil structure
4 31-30 Yeory floe silt 5YR 5/4 No
4 4} LG8 Silty olay loam SYR 474 Moy
& &30 Silty olay; colcium 3YR 54 Mo
carbomes start b 35 ombs
§ 48 i IR Clay silt heam IOYR 34 Yes
| 2 820 Silty clay loam TAYR &4 | No
3 i Siley clay loam YR 54 N
| 4 S50 Silty clay kam with SYR 54 N
| oaloium carbonaes
& 45 i 07 Sihy clay loarm YR 444 No
2 758 Silty olay SYR 84 Mo
21
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Table 83, {continued)

Shovel | Diometer | Level | Duopth Soil Dracription Funselt Caltgral
Tont # fomi {embs) Muaterigd
7 44 i -9 Clayey silt loam 1OYR 34 Yes
2 921 | Silty dlay o TAYR &4 | No
3 2156 | Bilty olay loam SYR §/4 Mo
4 e Silty ohay loam with YR 34 Ko
culeium carbonates
8 33 i {4 Silty alay losrm YR 34 Ko
2 953 Rilty chay SYR 54 Mo
G 40 I 013 Silty olay lowm TAYR &4 | Mo
2 1338 Kilty clay loam YR 4/4 P
3 3853 Silty olay loars YR 4% Po
10 4 i a-11 Silty olay loam YR 44 No
i 1137 Silty ¢lay; calolum ¥R 54 Mo
carbonates start 2t 19 cmbs
and continue B base
3 A761 Clay ZEYR &M | Mo
i1 40 i R Clayey silt loam YR 34 M
2 BeiD Silty ohay loam EYR 44 M
i3 40 ! -8 Kilty olay loam SYR 44 Mo
2 R-31 Kilty olay SYR 34 Mo
3 3160 Cay 2IYR A4 | Mo
I-ipecre | 4 HE-100 Clay 2IYR4M4 | Mo
13 40 i -8 Clayey silt oam VOV R 34 ¥gs
2 .20 Silty clay loam TEYH 64 et
3 24380 Rilty clay loam SYR 444 o
14 46 i A Rilty clay foam YR 344 No
2 1334 Silty vlay; calcium SYR &4 Mo
carbonates start ot 48 ombs
15 46 i {5 {layey silt loam YR 34 M
2 923 Sty vlay lowmy desicoation | TEYR &4 | No
aracks and large prismatic
structure through level
3 3336 Silty olayy calolum AYE 474 Mo

carbonate flaments

Fadk
st
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Site 39FA 1908 Is located on the top of an alluvial tervace, Only three shovel tests (815, 877,
and 5T13) vielded cultural material {Table 643, all of which was recovered in the 0-10 cmbs
range. The shallow depths of the artifacts show that the cultural horizon is either a surface

manifestation, or that the cultural horizon has completely eroded. Shovel test profiles indicate

that the landform was created by low energy alluvial deposition. In general, the second level

indicates a well-cemented, mostly clay deposit that has many desiceation oracks and large
prismatic structure, The dry hard-pan soil 13 indicative of the dry climate in lale prehistoric to
present times, The cemented soll also indicates that this landfonm frequently sheds water it is

not casily excavated. The lower levels (L3 and deeper) show that prehistorivally this alluvial

terrace had a lower position in the landscape and was subject 1o wet conditions, e.g., slough,

fow energy overbank deposits from Pass Creek. The nature of the camented soil and the

shallow depth in which the artifacts were noted indicate that it is unlikely any buried, intact

cultoral features are present at this site,

Table 64, Artifacts Recovered from Shovel Tests, Slte 39FA 1908,

By | Leunt Artifot Type Kianterinl Color
3 ! Primary flake Ouartzite Dotk gray
7 i Tediary fabe Chent Ciray
iz i Torttary flaky Chaleedony Light gray

Interpretation sud Becommendations
Site 39FATD08 represents a sparse, shallow prehistoric artifact scatter. The site exhibits

evers erosion,

The NRHP eligibility status of site 39F A 1908 s considered under Uriterion D of the NRHP
{(NPS 1991:37). No diagnostic artifacts have been documented on this site; therefore, the site
cannot be evaluated in a specifio historic contest, The integrity of the site has been severely
compromised by erosion. The results of the test excavations indivate an extremely low
potential for intact cultural deposits or features. Al of these factors suggest that the site does
not possess the potential to vield information capable of addressing specific research

questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric cultures in the area.
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Figure 212, Plan map of site I9FA 1916, showing shovel test and 2007 artifact locations,
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Table 65, Shovel Test Sofl Profiles, Site 39FA 1916

Bhovel | Dlameter | Lavel | Depth Hoil Description Bunsell | Cullural
Test # fon} fembs) | Bateriad
i 40 i 422 Clavey sttt with large YR 372 | No
amounts of shale fragments
2 2324 Shale Mo
2 40 1l 26 Slope wash; shake and silt YR 22 1 No
2 Fer Shalo Mo
3 40 t (-16 Clayey silt YR 32 | Mo
2 1638 Yeory hard stliy olay YR 3T | No
4 44 1 (3-22 Clayey silt with shale flecks | 23YR 33 L No
throughout
3 2234 Shule Ty
5 401 i (-t Chay IBYR 22 | e
3 §-30 Very hard olay; large MYR4AZ | Mo
amcunts of calehm
carbonates
& L1 i 35 £ay with calolum IBYR 472 | Mo
sarbonates
2 3550 Clay YR 42 1 Mo
¥ 44 i 310 Clayey st YR 22 | Mo
2 1145 Yery hard olay with roa FAYR A L N
concretions and calclom
garborutes
& 44 i {50 Yery hard olayey sil; YR 42 | No
calcium carbonates
throughowt
9 4} ] - Clavey silt YR 22 | Mo
2 8-30 Yery hard olay; calclum TAYR 22 | Ne

carbonates throughouwt

bt
¥
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Table 63, (vontinued)

Shovel | Dhmmeter | Level | Depth Soil Description Munsell | Coltural
FYeout & {en {embyd Slaterisl
10 443 i £-30 Clavey sil YR 472 | doe
1 44} H -4 Clayey silt YR 44 | No
2 4-42 Y¥ery bard clay TEYR 22 | No
12 a6 i (.5 Silty clay YR 42 | Mo
2 843 Clayvey silt prismatic YR 42 | Mo
structurs, pypsum orystals
and culclom carbonatey
3 42548 Clavey silt; pedogenically YR A3 | Mo
altered shale with gypsun
orystals

Subsurface testing profiles exhibited a severely dellated landscape with no buried intact
cultural features. No cultural materials were recovered from the tests, The cultural horizon of
this site has likely been destroved by natural erosion processes. The artifacts observed at this
site are a surface manifestation resulting from deflation. The very bard clay is shale-derived,

pedogenically altered shale,

Interpretation and Recommendations
Site 39FA 1916 represents a sparse, surface prehistoric artifact scatter. The site exhibits

severe deflation.

The NRHP eligibility status of site 30FA1918 {s considered under Criterion D of the NRHP

(P& 1991:37) No diagnostic artifacts have been documented on this site; therefore, the site
cannot be evaluated in a specific historic contest, The integrity of the site has been severely
compromised by deflation. The results of the test excavations indicate an extremely fow-to-

nonexistent potential for intact cultural deposits or features, All of these factors suggest that
the site does not passess the potential to vield information capable of addressing specific

research questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric cultures in the area.
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Table 66, Shovel Test Soi] Profiles, Arcas A-(, Site 30FATR41.
Shovel Piameter Laved Depth Hoil RMunsell Cultaral
Test # {em) {embs) Bescription Muterisd

i 40 ! $-33 Clay: shale ot YR 372 o
base

2 40 i 10 Shale sil YR 32 ey
2 i34 Shale YR 34 Pigy

3 40 i H) Shale silt and OYR V2 Digy
bodrack gravels;
fermioaies on
bedrock

4 44 i 0-28 Clay with farge | WIYR 32 o
gravels
Hwoughout

5 40 H §-37 Clayvey silt with | 10¥R 372 Mo
gravels wd
shale

Sandy clayey YR 372 )
silt with shale

Pt
Sk
g
5
o
<

£ 40 H 23 Claver st with | YR 372 Mo
gravel and shale

W]
£
i
.
gred
Pl

Sandy oluyey YR 3/ P
silt with shale

fecks

-4

44} § {37 Blope vwash silt TOYER 32 o
with some sngll
gravels

T3 Clavey silt 1% R 372 ey
32444 Khals &Y &4 g

i pa

8 413 i .23 Bhale; test RE S )
termingfes on
bedrock

L
'S
&
e
b
o
#
k>

Shale silt CIDYR 32 Na

14 44 i 24 Bilty olay YR 372 e
Shate-derived YR 473 Mg
oy with shale
flecks and
caloiom
parbonaes

ek
foud
b
E S

=4
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Three hearths are documented in Area A (Figures 214-217). General surface deseriptions of
the three hearths ave provided in Table 67, Hearth H3 was completely deflated and widely

seattered, and no photo was taken. No hearths are documented in Area B or Area C.

fLa X2 4 23

Figure 216, Plan map of Area A of site 39FA 1941, showing hearth and excavation unit
locations,

Figure 217, View of surface of hearths HY and H2, Arca A, site 39FA 141
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Table &7, Description of Exposed Surface of Hearths in Area A, Site 39FA 141,

Huarth | Diansetey #FCR Type FOR Landition Figure #
{om NE-EW) Expoged

H1 Q5.8 5 Limestong Completely defiated; FOR Figure 217

andd sandstone | scatter only

H2 100 (plus FREAR Limestons Completely deflated aud Figure 317
seatterad maximum seattered
240 oy dhmneter)

H3 2004200+ {00+ Limostong Completely doefluted and widely

seattooed FUR

Hearth H1 appeared 1o be ot least partially deflated {see Figure 217; Table 67) A scaled plan

was drawn of the exposed surface of HI (Figure 218) A Tx-T-m excavation unit {TUT) was

established 1o determine i any of HI was intsct subsurface, Fill was removed to g deph of

spproximately 20 cmbs, No subsurface trace of o feature was observed. Only sparse, very

scattered FOCR were recovered from the unit, A total of approximately 85 limestone and

sandstone FUR was removed from the unit and not collected, The size of the FOCR ranged

from 2 to 12 cm (maxdmun length), Mo Gl sample was collected; no cultural materials were

vegovered from TU/HL

P bavgend

Figure 218, Plan of top of Hi, Ares A, site 39FA 1941,
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Hearth H2 was scattered at the surface (see Figures 216 and 217; Table 871 A Tom-s-1Tom

excavation unit (TUZY was established to cross-section H2. A concentration of FCR was

noted at 10 ambs in the south half of the urit (Figure 219). A scaled plan was drawn of the
FUR concentration {(Figure 220) These FUR were then removed. No trace of intact hearth fill
was encountered below the FOCR. The excavation was terminated at 15 ombs, Approsimately
200+ FUR removed from TUZ were not collested. The FUR was limestone, and ranged in
size from 1o 14.5 om (maximurm length), No cultural materials were recovered from
TUZHZ.

Figore 219, View of TUZ, H2 a1 10 ombs In Area A, site 39FA TS

Figure 220, Plan of TUZ, H2Z at 10 ombs in Area A, site 39FA 1941,
224
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Site 39FA1941, Area D

Area D is in the south portion of site 39FA1941 (Figures 214 and 221). One dark red
sandstone mano fragment was recovered from the surface in Area D (Figure 222). Twenty-
five shovel tests were excavated in, or near, Area D (Figure 221). Two cut bank profiles were
also recorded in Area D (P1 and P2). The tests are described in Table 68. Cultural materials
recovered from the shovel tests are listed in Table 69. One of the cut bank soil profiles (P1)

revealed a buried intact soil from 34-52 cmbs (Figures 223-225).

The buried clayey silt loam deposit in P1 coincides with the level of the base of the hearth
(H5) in TU2 and with artifacts recovered in TU3. Other shovel tests to the west and south of
TU2 and TU3 were negative for cultural material, but did display a similar soil profile.
Shovel test ST13 and TU3 also produced cultural material from 50-65 cmbs, which is below
the main cultural deposit. A number of the shovel tests from a more shallow context farther
upslope from TU2 and TU3 yielded cultural material; however, these materials were

redeposited by erosion/slope wash or represent a thin remnant of the eroded cultural deposit.

The lower, south portion of Area D is surrounded by seasonal drainages, which fortunately
routed the runoff around the intact portion of Area D. The soil layer in which the cultural
features were located was noted in ST13, ST14, ST16, ST19, P1, and in TU2 and TU3. The
number of recently exposed hearths and the results of the testing indicate that there is a high
potential for an intact buried cultural deposit and features in this portion of the site (Figure

225).

225
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Figure 222, View of mano fragment recovered from the surface in Arga I, site 39FA 1941,

Table 68, Shovel Test Soil Profiles, Area [, Site 39FA 1L

Shovel | Dismeter | Lovel  Depth Soil Deseription Bunsell Cultural
Test # {em) femb Materind
i 44 1 #-14 Bilty clay YR 4TI | nNp
g 14-25+ | Shale Y 3% Mo
2 4} i 2% Clay with shele of base HIYR 4/ | Wo
3 44 1 310 Silty ¢lay JOYR 33 | Mo
2 13-50 DPrry clayey it loam YR 43 | No
3 356 Dy massive clayey silt IOYR 43 | Np
4 40 i (-5 Silty olay YR 33 | No
2 627 Silty clay with shale YR 43 | N
fragmenis
3 740 Shale Y 8 e
5 46 § (-8 Sl YR 3/1- | Yes; charcoal
33 from 0«19 gn
2 450 Clavey silt with shale and YR &2
farge armounts of walobum
carbonuies
3 5-99 Sandy olayey silt YR S22t WNo
& Big § {57 Cememted silty olay with HIYR 32 0 Yes: from(-18
some caloium carbonantos and vy charcosd &t
small gravels droughout 3 om

P

Xt
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Table 68, (vontinued)

Rhovel | Dlameter | Laovel | Depith Soll Bescription Blunsel Culharal
Test @ {eme) {embis} Materisl
? 40 i 07 Clavey silt HOYR 42 | Yeu from (-6
o angd 0-19
2 748 | Silty clay YR 472 | ©®
3 4868 | Bilty clay mettled with OYR 42 | No
clayey silt HIYR 341
8 40 i R Rilty olay YR 2 | Mo
2 927 Windst silty olay YR 2 | No
3 2734+ | Khale 5Y 8 Ko
i 40om i -1 Clavey sib HIYR 872 | No
2 1646 Gilty clay with shale FOYR 42 | Mo
fragrenty; shale and
bemtonite olay Tragments at
base
i1 4 i 347 Shope wash silt deposits with | I0YR 33 | No
shale and gravels
12 40 1 421 Shale and sili YR 32 | Mo
2 2137 Clayey silt IOYR 42 | Mo
3 37+ Shale &Y 543 bl
i3 40 i 4-14 Silt and shale IOYR 32 | Mo
2 1423 1 Sty clay loam TOYR 34 | Mo
3 2334 | Sihy clay snd shale YR 32 | hp
4 3472 1 Sily olay and shale TOVR 31 | Yes; from 80«
64 om
i4 40 i (32 Silly olay; medivm angular 10YR 32 | Mo
Modky structure
2 32-50 1 Siby olay tosmy mediam YR 32 | N
prismgtio structurg
i3 40 3 312 Silty clay YR 372 | Mo
2 1330+ | Bhale 3y & Mo
16 44 H 68 St WYR 43 | No
2 921 Clavey silt YR &Y | Ne
3 23-37 | Silty ¢lay loam YR 2 | Mo
4 FPE0 | Cemented silty olay; bardpan [ IOYR 32 | No

ok
ok
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Table 68, {continued)

Shovel | Dlameter | Lavel | Depth Soll Deseriptivn Runsell Calturad
Tost s fem} {rmbgl Muoterial
17 44 | 4-3% Clayey silt WYR3Z | No
2 3963 Cemented silty clay with YR 32 | Mo
shale fragments
18 43 i {31 Clayey silt WYR 32 | No
2 3142 Clay with lorge smounts of | IOYR 32 [ No
shale
3 42T+ Shale Y 841 Mo
19 A0 i 61 Clayey sill loam; wesk IDYR 32 | Yes; charooal
prismatic structure fromm D-37 em
2 G1-T24 Shale 8Y 54 No
28 40 i 824 Clayey silt YR 32 | Mo
3 24-33 Silt and shale fagments IOYR 22 | Yes FUR &t
24 em
3 33+om Shale Y5 Mg
21 A0 1 £§.32 Clayey silt THYR I Ne
2 3241+ Shale YR 32 N
22 44 i .30 Cemented silty olay YR 32 1 No
3 30 Shale 5Y 5 Mo
23 40 i 423 Slope wash shale silt (est YR 33 1 Yes
next 1 hearth; base of hearth
i shale @ 27 om)
2 23374 Shale Y 51 No
24 44 i £-24 Sil YR 32 | YVex from
D12 om
2 2443 Shale silt with clay mottdes YR 32 | Mo
3 43+ Shale Y 541 Mo
25 40 i 0-18 Laminate layers of recent YR 33 I No
slope wash shale and silt
2z 1523 Clay silt, nod comented YR 3IZ | Mo
3 2337 Clayey sill with shale YR 31~ | Yeu, FOR ot
32 35 em
4 3368 Cemented silty olay YR 32 | Neo
§ &8+ Shale 5y 84 No
2% 40 § 813 Laminate Iavers of recent YR 32 No

slope wash shale and silt

229
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Table 68. {continued)

Shovel | Diameter | Level | Depth | Boil Bescription Bunsell Cubiural
Tost # foun) {omby) Biaterial
26 40 2 1338 | Cloyey siltwith large charcosd TOVR 37342 | Yeg
{oomt) fragments and Decks charcoal
throupho
3 3843 | Shale silt %R 31 No
4 4553 | Clayvey gill loom ¥R 372 Ko
5 $0-51 | Bhale silt I0YR 31 No
& 5366 1 Clayey silt with shale fragments | 10VR 32 Do
7 56-53 | Clavey, silty shale HIYER 32472 1 Mo
8 93120 | Shale silt IOYR 32272 | No
g 120+ Shale Y8 Mo
Pl 44 i (-13% Shale and sill slope wash YR 442 Mo
2 1534 | %ilt and clay OYR 22 No
3 3452 | Clay and siit Ioam {buried YR 32 Mo
ingart soil
4 L8 Clay skt YR 22 Yoz
{charcoal
fleck
55 cmiy
3 58-88 1 Clay and silt loam 1DYR 341 Mo
& 6587 | Lominated clay and silt 10YR 21 Na
7 &7+ Shale Y 34 Mo
B2 443 3 14 Shale, sily, and ohay sadiment YR 343 et
deposit
2 14-17 1 This band of silt with YR 342 aie
finefmedivm-grained graved and
shale
3 17-4% | Sl and clay; desse shale YR 341 No
fragrments, calcium carbonates
and iron congrations
4 S Linsorted coarse gravel and YR 442 Moy
shale comonted with olay

Table 6%, Anifacts Recovered from Shovel Tests in and near Area 1, Site 39FA 1941,

sTH {oount Artifact Type Material Color
8 1 Secondary flake Chaleedony Light grayish brown
7 i Shatter Chert Pinkish gray
7 i Shatter Chert Red
? ! Primary finbe Sitivified sedbment | Lizhtbrown
7 ! Tertlary flake Chert Lipht gray
7 i Tertiary flake Chert Bark pray
i3 i FOR Chen Ly
23 1 Metate Sillcified sediment | Oray
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Table &%, (vontinued}

Nk Cnunt Artifuct Type Slaterial Color
23 i Secondary flake Chaloedony (iray
24 1 Tertinry finkse Eunriziie Cray
24 1 Secondary flake Chert Orange/light brown

Figure 223, Overview of P in cut bank, Area D, site 39FA 1941, facing cast.

Figure 224, View of P1 soil profile in cut bank, Arca I3, site 39FA 1941, facing cast.
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Figure 225, Soil profile of PL, Area I, site 39FA 1941, facing sast,

Twenty-three hearths are documented in Ares D (Figures 226-231), General surface
descriptions of the hearths are given in Table 70, Hearths Hé and H2S were totally deflated

and scattered and no photo was taken,

Fod
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Figure 228. View of surface of hearths H3-HS and H7-H9, Area 3, site 39FAT941L

P
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Figure 229, View of surface of hearths HI0-HIS, Area I, site 39FA1941
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Figure 230. View of surface of hearths H16-H2Z1, Area I, site J9FA 1941
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Figure 231, View of surface of hearths H22-H24, Area 12, site 39FA 1941,

Table 70, Descriptions of Exposed  Surface of Hearths in Area D, Site 39FA 1B L

Hearth | Dismeter HPUR Type FUR £ ondition Figure #
fom NEEW) Exposed
H3 BBl G Limestong Completely deflated and Figure 227
seattered, FOR only
b4 3073 20 Limestone Partially deflated Figure 237
H3 NA Na Limgstong Fust half completely destroved; | Figuee 227
arul sandstone | west hadf oweavated
He MA KA Limegstong Completely deflated and widely
seattered FOR
7582 Hibe Limestong Partially deflated and scatored | Prguee 227
H7
Hg & 100 120 Limesiong Completely deflated and witdely | Flgure 337
seattered
HE 11392 150+ Limestong Partially deflated and soaltered Figors 227
Hid M MA Limegtone Brtire hearth excavated dug i Figure 228

position on actively eroding ot
edpe
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Table 70, (continued)

Hesrih | PHameter #ECR Type FCR Condition Figare ¥
fom NE-EW) Esposed ,

Hit Fi-53 1200 {.imestone Completely defisted and FOR Figure 228
widely scattered

H12 7364 1304 Limestone Partially deflated and scatlered, | Figure 228
some charvoad Hecks

H13 B335 B2 Limestone Partially deflated Figure 228

and sandstone

Hi4 £2-50 15+ Limestons Puartially deflated Flgure 228

His Fh-68 B {imestone Partially deflated; croding from | Figure 228
cut and scattered down slope

Hig §3.321 33+ Limestone Fartindly deflated Figure 229

and sandsione

Hiv XIS1ED 1184 Limestong Completely deflated and FCR Figure 32%
widely scatiered

Hig 152-180 Gl Limextons Completely defhated and FUR Figure 229
widely scatiored down slope

Hig 124126 00+ Lanestone Partially defland Figure 329

H2D 2p3-144 180+ Limestone Completely defluted and Flgure 229
scattered down slope

H3 4534 4+ Limestone Partially deflaed Figuve 329

Ha22 42343 159+ Limestone Partially delflated and scatiored Figure 230

H23 33 &5+ Limestans Partially deflated and scattered Figurg 230

H24 556 130 Limestong Partially defated amd scattersd Flgure 230
deown slope

B3 190-120 S Limustong Complotoly deflated and widely

soattered

Hearth HS was an intact remnant eroding from the west bank of the active erosion cut

divectly adiacent to the cast edge of the trail (see Figures 227 and 228). The exposed profile

ol the feature was cleaned by trowed and photographed, and the profile was drawn (Figures

232 and 233). A -l excavation unit {TU2) was extablished over the HS remnant and

extended 1o the west, Fill was removed to a depth of approximately 18 ombs where the top of

the hearth remnant became clearly defined (Figures 234 and 235). The fill was excavated

from the HS remnpant, Charcoal was most concentrated in the center of the 3 remnant under
the FUR. Hard-baked clay fill survounded the FOR; burned carth lined the base, Cultural

materials recovered from the Gl soil samples are summarized in Table 71, A total of

239
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approximately 1120+ Hmestone and sandstone FOR was removed from the feature remmant
and not collected. The size of the FCR ranged from <4 10 >10 om {maximum length}, over

1000 of which were in the <d-om range.

Figure 232, View of cleaned profile of HS in TUZ, Area 12, site 39FA1941, facing west.

Figure 233, Plan of profile of HS in TUZ, Area D, site 39FA 1941, facing west.
240
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Area [3, site 39FA 1941, facing west

arcna and FOR
el and FOR

s eed sl FOR

Figure 235, Plan of TUZ2 and top of H3 at 18 cmbs, Area D, site 39FA 1941,
241
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Table 71. Artifacts Recovered from HS Fill, Area D, Site 38FATR41

Count Artifact Type Material Color
4 Sample-charcoal Black
i SampleFCR Limestone
i Sample-gravel

Several large tree roots crossed the unit at 18 ombes (see Figure 2340, The roots were removed
from the unit and excavation continued to 24 ombs, Possible features associated with HE and
consisting of concentrated FUR and charcoal flecks were noted in both the northwest and
southwest comers of TUZ, A 50-x-30-cm extension {H53B) was placed at the southwest
comer, extending the west wall of TUZ by 30 em to the south. The top layer of redeposited
shale and clay was shovel-skimmed to 20 cmbs. FOR was encountered at that depth in the
northwest corner of the extension. Scattered FUR and pockets of charcoal were observed
across the extension to a depth of 22-25 ombs (Figure 236). Excavation of the extension was

continued to sterile soil at 30 ombs (Figure 2373 The FCR and charcoal did not appear to be

a discrete feature and may represent hearth cleanout or disturbance/redeposition of a nearby
hearth by tree root growth, The rest of TU2 was then also excavated to a depth of 30 embs,
Ome dusky red chert utilized tlake was recovered at 24 cmbs in the southwest comer of TUZ
13 om cast of the west wall and 20 cm north of the north edge of the south exiension. A
profile was drawn of the entire west wall, including the south extension (Figures 237 and
238). Results of the excavation indicate that oultural material and the top of H3 are contained
in a layer of clay betwesn 20 and 23 cmbs directly on top of an intact soil, which corresponds
o the band of intact soll observed in the nearby cut profile (P1), Cultural materials recovered
from TLUZ, Ares B, site 39FA 1941 are listed in Tabde 72,

CEPPVCOREECOPRECPOBOOCODELEEROROOVCPIOODOEORBES
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Legend

FOR

10 nim

YR G2 - B2, Clay Sl

E Y
ey

YR 47 Compeet Clay Bl

Figure 236. Plan of south extension of TUZ at 22 ombs, Area 13, site 39FA1941L

Figure 237, View of west wall profile of TUZ and floor at 30 cmbs, including south

extenson, Ares T, site 39FA 1841,

243
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Figure 238, Profile of west wall of TU2, including south extension, Avea D, site 39FAT94 1.

Table 72, Antifacts Becovered from T2 Excavation, Area 3, Bite 39FA 1R,

| Cound Artifaet Type Bintering Color
P03 Sample-charona) Black
3 FCR Chen Pink
1 Primary Hake Chernt Pink
2 FOR Silicified sediment | Dark pray
i Oiravel-burasd
| Tertary flake Silicified sediment | oy
! Primary Hake Chen Prark pray
| ECR Cuartziie (irny
i Primary flake fuarizite Browns
i Sample-charcoal in matrix Black

Hearth H10 was partially destroved by the crosion cut parallel 1o the north-scuth two-track
trail running through the site (see Figures 227 and 229). FUR from the feature had washed
and scattered down slope approximately 238 om to the south and 100 em 1o the west. A 100
arm {north-south)x-30 om (east-west) unit was placed to encompass the HI10 east remnant.

Prior to excavation of the remnand {1l the east cross-section of the feature exposed in the cut

244
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bank was cleaned by trowel and a profile was drawn (Figures 239 and 240). The urdt {TU1)
was then excavated to a depth of 3 cmbs where the top outline of the hearth became visible.
A scaled plan was drawn of the top outline of hearth H10 (Figures 241 and 242). The 11 was
removed from the H10 east remnant. There was a 2-cm-thick ring of burned earth (2.5YR
373 around the hearth border. The remainder of the {ill consisted of i}t mixed with charcoal
{10YR 4/1) and FCR. The base of the hearth was dug into hard-baked clay (10YR 5/1).
Cultral materials recovered from the (il soll samples are summarized in Table 73,
Approximately 448 FCR removed from H10 were not collected. The FOUR was limestone and

sandstone, and ranged in size from 2 10 16 om {(maximum length).

Figure 239, View of cross-section wall profile of HIO, TUL, Area D, site 39FA 1941,
facing east

245
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Figure 240, Cross-section profile of H10, TUL, Area D, site 39FA1941.

Figure 241. View of top of H10 at 3 cmbs in TUT, Area D2, site 39FA 1941, facing north,

246
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Figure 242, Scaled plan oftop of HIU n TUL, Area 13, site 39FA1941L,

hnbe, Barned Earlh

Table 73, Antifacts Recovered from Processed H10 Fill Samples, Ares D, Site 39FA 1941

Coount Aviiiagt Tvoe SMaterind Color
2 Sample-charcosl Black
1 Sample-unidentifiable bone
i Ramplo-unidemifiasble bone,
burned
i Sample-FUR Limestong
£ Floral seeds, unidentified
i Sample-gravel

A Do unit (TU3) was excavated a fow metors northeast of P {see Figure 227 1o

imvestigate the intact buried soil revealed in the out bank profile. The surface at the northeast

corner of TUI was used as the depth datum, The unit surface was approximately 34-40 om

above the level of the top of excavated feature HS to the west, The unit was shovel-skimmed
in arbitrary 10-om lovels to 8 final depth of 70 cmbs. The buried soil zone observed in P
was also encountered in TU3 from approximately 30-30 embs, Flecks of ¢harcoal were
scattered throughout the buried soil. Several tree mots crossed the unit at approximately 40
cmbs (Figures 243 and 244), Sparse, scattered FOR was noted at 40-50 embs (Figure 245
The cultural zone appears to slope slightly downward to the east. Cultural materials were
revovered in the northesst quarter only of TUS w0 g depth of 34 ombs Due 1o time
constraints, only the north half of the unit was excavated from 50-70 cmbs (L6 and L7}
Sterile compact clay and fragmented shale were encountered under the cultural zone. A soil
profile was drawn of the north wall of TUZ (Figures 246 and 247 Cubural materials

recovered from TU3 are presented in Table 74,

247
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Figure 243, View of TUJ, showing tree root distwrbance at 40 ombs, Area 12, site 3RFAIR4],
facing north.

Figure 244, Scaled plan of TU3 at 40 ombs, showing tree roots at 40 ombs, Area D, site
IGFATO41.

248
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Figure 245, Plan of FCR in TUS3 at 50 cmbs, Area 1D, site 3ISFA1941L

Figure 246, View of north wall profile, TUZ, Area D, site 39FA 1941,
249
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Figure 247, Profile of north wall ot TU3, Area DD, site 39FA1941.

Table 74, Artifacts Recovered from TUS, Area 13, Site 38FAIR4L

Tount Artifact Tepe Material Tolor
4 Sample-charcosl Black
1 Tertigry flake {hert Pinkish gray
2 Shatter {hent Song red
2 Tertlary flake {ugrtrite Gray
i Shatter uarizite ray
i Tertiory flake uarteite Birong red
i Tertlary fishe Chalcedony Oravish brows

Interpretation and Recommendations

Site 39FA 1941 represents a large, diffuse artifact scatter and 26 hearths in four concentration
areas. No diagnostic antifacts bave been recovered from the site. The northern portion of the
site, encompassing Areas A-C, Is severely deflated to shale, bedrock, and gravel exposures

and also evidences redeposition of sheet wash sediments,

Test upits TUZ and TUS and shovel st and cut bank soll profiles in Area [ indicate that
there 15 a buried cultural horizon and buricd cultural material (see Figures 221, 226, and 2273
Depths varied for the buried material and soll deposits relative to the smount of erosion and

slope of the landscape being tosted, Fortunately, it appears the grosion provess has deposited

250
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several layers of sediment over the top of a buried cultural horizon; however, some of this
slope wash contains cultural artifacts. Recent erosion has exposed numerous new hearth

locations since 2007, which are only beginning to be visible on the surface.

Two of the documented hearths (HS and H10) were cross-sectioned, and a datable sample of
charcoal was recovered from each. The HS cross-section unit revealed an associated intact
cultural zone surrounding the hearth with scattered FCR, charcoal flecks, a utilized flake, and
the edge of a possible associated feature. A cut bank profile near HS exhibited a buried
soil/cultural layer, which was also encountered in test unit TU3 a few meters to the

east/northeast.

A sample of charcoal from the H5 feature fill was submitted for radiocarbon dating to the
Illinois State Geological Survey. It yielded an AMS radiocarbon date of 2030 = 70 B.P.
(Appendix C; ISGS# 6871). This date calibrates (Reimer et al. 2009; Stuiver and Reimer
1993) to an age range, at two sigma, of 339 B.C.-A.D. 126. This date falls within the Late

Archaic time period (see Figure 2).

The NRHP eligibility status of site 39FA 1941 is considered under Criterion D of the NRHP
(NPS 1991:37). Although the physical integrity of the north portion of the site has been
severely compromised by erosion, part of the south portion of the site maintains an intact
buried soil with high potential for a cultural zone with features and associated activity areas.
The site is of the Archaic period. Although there are numerous Archaic sites in the region,
very few have preserved, buried cultural deposits. The presence of an intact cultural zone
strongly suggests that this site possesses the potential to yield information capable of
addressing specific research questions that would further our understanding of prehistoric

Archaic cultures and subsistence in the area.

Site 39FA 1941 satisfies the specifications set forth in Criterion D of the NRHP (NPS
1991:37). ALAC recommends that this site be considered eligible for listing in the NRHP. It
is recommended that the site be avoided by mining and construction activities. If avoidance
is not possible, a data recovery plan should be developed and implemented. Data recovery
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Table 75, Shovel Tew Soll Profiles, Bilg 39FA 1944,

Shovel | Dlameter | Loved Prepth Soil Daseription Mugsell | Cultural
Test # fem {eurbs} Material
i 44 H g4 Shale silt YR 32 | No

2 9-30 Shale-derived olavey silt YR 3D | Mo

with shale fragments

2 44 1 87 Kil WIYR 44 | Mo
2 750 Shale-derivad clayey silt IOYR 444 | Mo

with shale frogments

Axtifacts observed at this site in 2007 and 2011 were all lying on top of a shale-derived,
clavey silt. The shovel tests confirmed that the site area s severely deflated, vesulting in
wenthered and deteriorated shale {pedogenically altered) forming clayey silt across the site
surface. No cultural materials wore recovered from the shovel tests In 2011, or in the shovel
test previously excavated in 2007, No possibility of buried intact cultural features exists at

this site.

Interpretation and Recommendations
Site I9FA 1944 represents a sparse, surface prehistoric artitact scatter. The site exhibits

severe deflation.

The NRHP cligibility status of site 39FA 1944 i considered under Criterion D of the MRHP
(NP5 1991:37) No diagnostic artifacts or datable materials have been documented on this
site; therefore, the site cannot be evalusted in a specific historie contest, The integrity of the
site has been severely compromised by deflation (ack of integrity of location). The results of
the test excavations indicate that there is no potential for Intact cultural deposits or features.
All of these factors suggest that the site does not possess the potential to vield information
capable of addressing specific research questions that would further our understanding of

prehistoric cultures in the area.

ED_0053641_00009928-00071




Site 39FA1944 does not satisfy the specifications set forth in Criterion D of the NRHP (NPS
1991:37). ALAC recommends that this site be considered not eligible for listing in the
NRHP. No further archeological work is recommended.

SUMMARY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

ALAC personnel conducted testing to evaluate the NRHP eligibility status of 4 sites in
Custer County (39CU251, 39CU3608, 39CU3619, and 39CU3774) and 16 sites in Fall River
County (39FA96, 39FA251, 39FA272, 39FA273, 39FA557, 39FA584, 39FA1869,

39FA 1887, 39FA1898, 39FA 1901, 39FA1905, 39FA1907, 39FA1908, 39FA1916,

39FA 1941, and 39FA1944), South Dakota. The selected sites are located in portions of the
Dewey-Burdock uranium project area that Will be impacted by proposed mining and/or

construction of plant facilities.

Results of the testing of site 39FA1941 (Table 76) indicate that, although the northern
portion of the site has experienced severe erosion damage, the south portion of the site retains
an intact, buried soil and cultural horizon with datable hearth features and potential
associated activity areas. This site component is associated with the Late Archaic time
period. Charcoal samples were obtained from two of the features. One sample (HS) was
submitted for radiocarbon assay and yielded a Late Archaic date. ALAC recommends that
site 39FA 1941 be considered eligible for listing in the NRHP. It is recommended that the site
be avoided by mining/construction activities. If avoidance is not possible, a data recovery

plan should be developed by the appropriate parties and implemented prior to any impacts.
Structures at historic farmstead site 39CU3619 were examined by an architectural historian,
who recommended that one individual structure, the log barn (CU02500002), be considered

eligible for listing in the NRHP. ALAC recommended that the site be considered not eligible

for listing in the NRHP as an archeological site.
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The other 18 sites listed in Table 76 are recommended by ALAC as not eligible for listing in

the WRHP. These sites are all severely eroded, lack integrity and do not meet the

specifications of Criteria AL B, C, or D

Table 76. Archeclogical Sies Tested and Recommendations.

Hite Cubiursd Bite Type KRHE Additional Work
Humber Affillation Hecommendution Recommendation
IHCLIRSY Native Americen Artifact soatter Not eligible Mo further work
Haarth
FRCUSANE | Wative American Artifact scatter Mot pligible e further work
Hearth
39012619 | Euroamerican Artifact scatter Mot ¢ligible as Avoidance of eligible
Struciurss archeological site; structure, oy
(e tog bam implement a data
structurs sligible rerovery pla
39013774 | Native American Artifact Seatter Mot elipible M further work
PP AL Wative American Axtifact scatter et eligible e further work
Hewrth
Eurosmmerioan Monfarm rng
Historis camplirg
IPEAREY Mative Amerlcan Artifact scativr Mot eligible Mo further work
Hearth
JOFAZTZ Native American Artifaet scanter Mot eligible Mo further work
IGFAZTR Native Amprican Artifact Soatter Bot eligible Mo Bather work
3GFARSY Ewrosmerican Figtoric cabin Mot eligible Mo further work
rErnnanis
39FA584 Furowmerican Artifact scatier ot eligible o further work
Parmstead
JOFAIBEY | Native Amerivan Artifact spatier Mot eligible No further work
JUFALBEY | Natlve American Artifuct sealer Mot eligible Mo further work
JOFAIBUE | Native American Artifant scalior Mot eligible Mo further work
FOFAIONT | Wative American Artifact scatter Mot eligible Mo further work
Euroamerican Well
Artifact scatier
JPATLNY | Nathve American Artifaot soatter Not eligible Mo further work
Depressions
AVFATG07 | Nathve Amerioan Artifacty scatter Pt eligible Mo further work
Furonmerivan Artiiact seater
IDFAIDOR | Nalve American Artifact seattey Mot eligible Mo further work
IGFAIRIG | Native American Artifact soatter Mot gligible No farther work
IFAINL | Native American Argfact soatter Eligible Avoidanoe, or
Hearth implement a data
: recovery plan
IEAN4E | Native American Artifact soatter | Mot eligible No Burther work

ED_0053641_00009928-00073




Ahler, S. A.
1971

REFERENCES CITED

Projectile Point Form and Function at Rodgers Shelter, Missouri. Missouri
Archaeological Society Research Series No. 8, edited by W. Raymond Wood.

University of Missouri-Columbia and Missouri Archaeological Society.

Deaver, Ken, and Lynelle A. Peterson, with contributions by Timothy E. Roberts

1999

Class I Investigations of Shallow Stone Feature Sites in Central Montana.
Cultural Investigations Along the Montana Segment of the Express Pipeline,
vol. 8. Preliminary Draft. Ethnoscience Inc., Billings, Montana. Prepared for

Express Pipeline, Calgary, Alberta, Canada.

Ensz, Edgar H.

1990

ESRI
2005

Kalvels, John
1982

Soil Survey of Custer and Pennington Counties, Black Hills Parts, South
Dakota. United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service.
In cooperation with United States Department of Agriculture, Forest Service,
and South Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station. U.S. Government Printing
Office, Washington, D.C.

ArcGIS 9 United States Data and Maps Media Kit. ESRI, Redlands,

California.

Soil Survey of Fall River County, South Dakota. United States Department of
Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service and Forest Service. In cooperation
with South Dakota Agricultural Experiment Station. U.S. Government

Printing Office, Washington, D.C.

257

ED_0053641_00009928-00074



. . . ' ' ! ! ‘.‘
'
S X g >

Kornfeld, Marcel, George C. Frison, and Mary Lou Larson
2010 Prehistoric Hunter-Gatherers of the High Plains and Rockies. 3 ed. Left

Coast Press, Inc., Walnut Creek, California.

Kruse, Jason M., Timothy V. Gillen, John R. Bozell, Linda Palmer, and Austin A. Buhta
2008 A Level 111 Cultural Resources Evaluation of Powertech (USA) Incorporated’s
Proposed Dewey-Burdock Uranium Project Locality within the Southern
Black Hills, Custer and Fall River Counties, South Dakota. Archeological
Contract Series Number 216. Archeology Laboratory, Augustana College,
Sioux Falls, South Dakota. Submitted to Powertech (USA) Inc., Greenwood
Village, Colorado.

Lippincott, Kerry
1980 A Preliminary Report of an Archeological Survey of Selected Portions of Fall
River and Custer Counties, South Dakota, and Niobrara and Weston

Counties, Wyoming. Tennessee Valley Authority, Casper, Wyoming.

National Park Service
1990 How to Apply the National Register Criteria for Evaluation. National Register
Bulletin No. 15. U.S. Department of the Interior, National Park Service,
Washington, D.C.

1991 Guidelines for Completing National Register of Historic Places Forms.
National Register Bulletin No. 16A. U.S. Department of the Interior, National
Park Service, Washington, D.C.

258

ED_0053641_00009928-00075



! y 1]
T 11 I 1T 2222222221122 2222 1122222202222l

Reimer, P. J., M. G. L. Baillie, E. Bard, A. Bayliss, J. W. Beck, P. G. Blackwell, C. Bronk,
C. E. Buck, G. S. Burr, R. L. Edwards, M. Friedrich, P. M. Grootes, T.P. Guilderson, L.
Hajdas, T. J. Heaton, A.G. Hogg, ‘K.A. Hughen, K. F. Kaiser, B. Kromer, F. G. McCormac,
S. W. Manning, R.W. Reimer, D. A. Richards, J.R. Southon, S. Talamo, C. S. M. Turney, J.
van der Plicht, and C. E. Weyhenmeyer
2009 INTCALO9 and MARINEQ9 Radiocarbon Age Calibration Curves, 0-50,000
Years CAL BP. Radiocarbon 52 (4):1111-1150.

Sigstad, J. S., and R. Jolley
1975 An Archeological Survey of Portions of Fall River and Custer Counties, South
Dakota. Manuscript on file, South Dakota State Historical Society
Archaeological Research Center, Rapid City, South Dakota. Submitted to
Tennessee Valley Authority.

Stuiver, M., and P. Reimer
1993 University of Washington Quaternary Isotope Lab Radiocarbon Calibration
Program Rev. 3.0.3A. Radiocarbon 35: 215-30.

259

ED_0053641_00009928-00076



